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There  is  something  fatal  in  names.  The  actions  and  the 
characters  of  men  have  frequently  been  prefigured  by  the  names 
given  to  them  in  their  infancy.  The  words  Alexander,  Csesar 
and  Napoleon,  by  which  are  known  three  of  the  world’s  wonders, 
have  a  remarkable  significance,  Dr.  Guillotin  gave  his  name 
to  the  instrument  of  decapitation  he  invented  by  which  he  was 
the  first  to  suffer,  and  the  use  of  which  has  given  him  a  sort  of 
sinister  immortality.  The  epithet  Uncle  Sam,  well  denotes 
the  characteristics  of  our  transatlantic  offshoot ;  John  Bull 
admirably  expresses  the  character  of  the  English.  Without 
dilating  on  this  theme,  it  is  sufficient  to  observe,  that  no  name 
can  be  more  expressive  of  the  professional  instinct  and  impulse 
against  reform  than  that  of  the  gentleman  who  has  furnished 
our  vernacular  tongue  with  a  new  and  significant  word.  As  the 
word  Borne,  applied  to  a  city  and  nation  and  empire,  denotes 
strength  and  stability ;  so  the  word  Toogoodism,  derived  from 
the  name  of  Dr.  Jonathan  Toogood,  signifies  that  sturdy  and 
unrelenting  conviction  of  a  class,  or  of  a  profession,  that  its 
present  holdings,  prescriptive  advantages,  and  prospective  hopes 
are  too  good  to  allow  for  a  moment  the  entertaining  any  pro¬ 
posal  for  any  reform,  or  any  important  modification  in  its  actual 
condition.  Their  old  ways,  their  good  ways,  are  the  ways  for 
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them.  He  is  their  pilot  that  weathers  the  storm,  who  the  most 
strenuously  opposes  any  radical  change,  whether  it  he  in  the 
way  of  rapid  progress,  or  of  a  new  direction,  or  of  a  recon¬ 
sideration  of  principles.  To  each  partisan  of  each  _  class  or 
profession  the  witty  bishop’s  definition  of  orthodoxy  and 
heterodoxy  applies.  Orthodoxy  is  my  doxy ,  and  therefore  right 
and  just  and  true ;  heterodoxy  is  the  doxy  of  another,  and 
therefore  a  very  improper  and  dangerous  and  dissolute  sort  of 
thing.  Homoeopathy  is  the  heterodoxy  of  the  medical  Toogood, 
allopathy  is  his  doxy.  Let  us  beware  that  we  do  not,  in  turn, 
make  a  doxy  of  our  Hahnemannian  doctrine.  Mundis  omnia 
munda.  If  we  pursue  any  truth  in  a  truthful  spirit,  for  the 
good  of  all,  and  not  for  mere  selfish  and  personal  advantages, 
nor  for  the  advancement  of  a  class  interest,  we  escape  this 
reproach  of  bigotry  and  illiberality. 

The  word  Toogoodism  we  expect  will  become  as  current  to 
express  this  bigotry  and  illiberality  and  hostility  to  reform  of 
a  class  or  profession,  as  the  words  socialism,  chartism,  and 
many  another  ism,  which  are  used  to  denote  various  classes  moved 
by  opinions  and  swayed  by  doctrines  which  are  peculiar  to  each, 
and  which  make  up  the  orthodoxy  of  each. 

In  our  last  number  we  briefly  noticed  Hr.  Toogood’s  Illus¬ 
trations  of  the  fraud  and  folly  of  Homoeopathy .  Whether 
he  be  an  actual  historical  personage,  or  a  mythical,  as  Niebuhr 
holds  Komulus  to  have  been,  matters  not.  Lor  our  purpose 
his  name  is  the  best  part  of  him.  We  use  that  as  an  imper¬ 
sonation  of  the  breathing  and  yet  vigorous  hostility  to  our 
doctrine  which  still  distinguishes  our  medical  allopathic  brethren. 
We  refer  those  who  take  pleasure  in  inky  war  to  the  tract  of 
Toogood,  and  the  reply  of  Aliquis. 

Mr.  Sampson’s  paper  is  an  excellent  exposition  of  the  pro¬ 
fessional  Toogoodism  which  opposes  itself,  tooth  and  nail,  to 
homoeopathy.  We  mean  this  article  to  be  a  running  commen¬ 
tary  on  his  text ;  but  we  cannot  forbear  expressing  our  sense  of 
his  valuable  and  important  services  to  our  cause.  We  should 
be  glad  to  see  his  paper  separately  printed,  and  widely  circu¬ 
lated ;  it  now  appears  in  the  annual  volume  (for  1849)  of  the 
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British  Homoeopathic  Association,  which  is  a  meritorious  body 
acting  in  concert  with  the  British  Homoeopathic  Society.  The 
object  of  this  association  is  to  diffuse  among  the  public  at  large 
a  knowledge  of  the  doctrine  and  practice  of  homoeopathy ;  and 
the  present  volume  is  a  proof  that  this  is  modestly  and  wisely 
done.  In  addition  to  Mr.  Sampson’s  paper,  there  are  Hahne¬ 
mann’s  first  essay  on  the  homoeopathic  principle ;  a  paper  on  the 
homoeopathic  treatment  of  Asiatic  Cholera;  and  Mr.  Kidd’s 
narrative  of  his  homoeopathic  treatment  of  the  famine  fever  of 
Ireland  in  1847.  We  have  adverted  to  this  volume  for  the 
purpose  of  recommending  our  readers  and  well-wishers  to  obtain 
as  many  subscribers  as  possible  for  this  association,  the  character 
of  which  is  at  once  unobtrusive  and  energetic.* 

Every  reform,  whether  of  the  body  politic,  or  of  a  school  of 
doctrine  and  practice,  is,  in  fact,  a  revolution,  and  every  revolu¬ 
tion  is  more  or  less  an  experiment :  if  it  should  be  completed 
and  established,  it  is  an  experience  founded  on  a  series  of 
experiments.  These  are  valuable  and  durable  in  proportion  as 
they  are  based  or  not  on  the  immutable  truths  of  nature ;  the 
science  of  mechanics,  so  far  as  these  truths  were  then  known 
and  applied,  was  as  true  in  the  days  of  Archimedes  as  it  is  now. 

During  the  process  of  experiment  everything  has  to  be  tested 
anew ;  old  and  new  theories  are  to  be  sifted  and  valued  at  their 
true  worth ;  the  exaggerations  and  obliquities  and  eccentricities, 
that  may  have  crept  in,  are  to  be  got  rid  of ;  what  is  extraneous 
must  be  pruned ;  what  is  sound  and  good  must  be  retained. 
Sometimes  a  truth,  bringing  with  it  vast  consequences,  has  been 
grasped,  as  by  intuition,  by  some  favoured  seer;  at  another  time, 
after  many  experiments  through  many  an  age,  some  master-mind 
appears,  to  whose  comprehensive  intelligence  is  assigned  the 
task  of  condensing,  winnowing,  arranging  the  materials  that 
many  minds  have  for  long  been  anxiously  collecting.  Either 
of  these,  whether  known  or  unknown  to  fame,  is  a  benefactor 
of  his  race :  but  it  often  occurs  that  those  who  pass  beyond  the 

*  The  excellent  Secretary,  Richard  Walters  Heurtley,  Esq.  British  Homoeo¬ 
pathic  Association,  37,  Moorgate  Street,  London,  will  be  happy  to  receive  the 
names  of  Subscribers. 
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circle  of  thought  embraced  by  their  fellows  and  contemporaries, 
are  misapprehended,  persecuted,  and  even  despised  by  those  who 
do  not  understand  them.  It  was  the  sense  of  being  so  mis¬ 
understood  and  undervalued  which  induced  Bacon  to  dedicate 
his  Philosophy  to  posterity.  Such  men  as  Bacon,  and  Luther 
and  Hahnemann  have  known  how  difficult  it  is  to  swim  against 
the  tide  of  opinion ;  to  carry  out  an  honest,  vigorous,  human 
undertaking  against  the  current  of  prevailing  sects,  and  the 
eddies  of  a  vulgar  and  indiscriminating  prejudice.  Of  this  truth 
every  one  who  advocates  a  new  principle,  attempts  to  correct  an 
old  abuse,  or  withstands  a  long-maintained  oppression,  is  soon 
made  painfully  aware.  Happy  is  it  for  such  great  spirits  as  are 
appointed  to  such  undertakings,  when  they  can,  (self-centered, 
yet  in  humble  dependence  on  the  Infinite  One  whose  agents 
they  are,)  realise  in  the  sanctuary  of  their  inner  being  the  fact 
that  a  duty  done,  a  righteous  service  rightly  performed,  is  itself 
the  highest  reward :  all  human  recompense,  fame  and  honours 
and  wealth,  soon  pass  away,  but — 

t{  The  self-remembering  soul  sweetly  recovers 
Her  kindred  with  the  stars,  nor  basely  hovers 
Below,  but  meditates  the  immortal  way 
Home  to  the  source  of  light  and  intellectual  day.” 

The  founder  of  homoeopathy  was  of  the  order  of  spirits  we 
have  described ;  his  was  a  vigorous  man’s  strong  intellect, 
and  stronger  will,  and  still  stronger  heart.  He  had  a  vocation 
and  a  mission :  he  worked  like  a  man ;  and  he  left  to  his  fol¬ 
lowers,  longo  intervallo ,  the  task  of  filling  up  the  design  he 
sketched  with  a  master’s  hand,  of  following  out  his  plan,  and  of 
making  his  discovery  more  and  more  available  to  the  well-being 
of  his  race.  Not  vain  nor  profitless  is  this  preamble,  if  it 
induces  even  one  of  our  readers  to  reflect  on  the  responsibility 
of  all  of  his  followers,  each  according  to  his  degree  and  power, 
to  do  his  best  to  promote  the  Hahnemannian  Reform  of  Medi¬ 
cine.  It  is  no  light  thing  to  profess  a  love  of  truth ;  nor  can 
we  lightly  consider  such  a  subject  as  this — “Truths  and  their 
reception  considered  in  their  relation  to  the  doctrine  of  Homoeo¬ 
pathy.” 
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The  law  of  homoeopathy,  like  cares  like ,  it  has  been  repeatedly 
shewn,  was  not  discovered  by  Hahnemann,  as  the  law  of  gravi¬ 
tation  was  by  Newton.  The  law  was  partially  known,  and 
partially  acted  on  before  the  Christian  era,  and  in  all  the  inter 
veiling  ages  from  that  time  to  this.  Hahnemann’s  claim  to 
originality,  in  respect  of  the  law,  is  that  he  first  demonstrated 
its  general  applicability  to  the  healing  art,  that  it  wTas  a  truth 
of  nature — the  law  of  the  application  of  remedies  for  the  cure 
of  disease.  His  method  of  applying  the  remedies,  the  dose,  the 
fact  that  by  minute  subdivision  the  medicines  acted  more  in 
extenso ,  and  more  appropriately,  and  the  other  fact,  that  certain 
substances  in  themselves  inert  acquire  medicinal  virtues  by 
trituration  with  an  indifferent  substance ;  and  furthermore,  his 
explanation  of  the  nature  and  character  of  chronic  diseases — 
these  were  his  discoveries.  Multitudinous  experiments  made 
by  himself  and  his  devoted  adherents  and  disciples,  on  the 
properties  of  a  great  number  of  medicines,  their  provings  of  the 
various  remedies,  make  up,  in  sum,  the  experience  of  the  master¬ 
mind  and  of  his  acolytes,  to  which  he  gave  the  name  homoeo¬ 
pathy,  to  express  the  relation  between  the  curative  agent  and 
the  ailment  or  disease.  It  is  this  collective  experience,  proposed 
as  the  basis  at  least  of  a  radical  medical  reform,  not  dealing 
with  externals  and  comparative  non-essentials,  but  insisting  on 
a  reconsideration  of  principles,  and  of  an  entire  reconstruction 
of  therapeutics,  that  the  hostility  of  the  soi-disant  orthodox  or 
allopathic  school  of  medicine  at  first  pretended  to  ignore,  then 
denounced  as  a  system  of  illusion,  delusion  and  collusion.  Let 
us  then  speak  of  homoeopathy,  in  the  general  sense  of  its  being 
an  attempt  at  a  thorough  medical  reform,  as  the  discovery  of 
Hahnemann.  The  public  made  up  of  individuals,  dependent 
for  their  general  medical  notions  on  the  medical  body  opposed 
to  this  method  as  an  innovation,  would  naturally  look  on  it 
with  suspicion  and  mistrust.  Their  oracles  on  this  subject  were 
not  dumb,  but  all  agreed  in  their  denunciations  of  it  with  more 
or  less  vehemence  as  occasion  might  seem  to  require.  The 
very  persons  whom  the  non-medical  world  look  up  to  for 
guidance  on  a  medical  doctrine,  from  the  very  nature  of  the  case 
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were,  as  a  class ,  the  direct  adversaries  of  the  Hahnemannian 
discovery.  This  remark  applies  to  every  discovery  of  which  we 
have  a  record;  namely,  that  the  opposition  to  it  has  mainly  and 
directly  proceeded  from  the  orthodox  and  established  ministers 
of  the  system  to  which  the  new  discovery  may  have  applied. 

Take,  for  example,  the  silversmiths  of  Ephesus — (and  all 
men  who  get  their  living  by  a  profession  or  trade  are  in  one 
sense  silversmiths,)  and  of  those  who  were  leagued  with  them 
to  prevent  the  introduction  of  the  most  beneficent  doctrine  that 
has  been  declared  to  man.  The  great  advocate  of  this  new 
doctrine  was  resolved  to  stay  in  Asia  for  a  season.  “And  at 
the  same  time  there  arose  no  small  stir  about  that  way.  For  a 
certain  man  named  Demetrius,  a  silversmith,  who  made  silver 
shrines  for  Diana,  brought  no  small  gain  unto  the  craftsmen; 
whom  he  called  together  with  the  workmen  of  like  occupation, 
and  said,  sirs,  ye  know  that  by  this  craft  we  have  our  wealth. 
Moreover,  ye  see  and  hear  that  not  alone  at  Ephesus,  hut 
almost  throughout  all  Asia,  this  Paul  hath  persuaded  and  turned 
away  much  people,  saying  that  they  he  no  gods,  which  are  made 
with  hands ;  so  that  not  only  this  our  craft  is  in  danger  to  be 
set  at  nought;  hut  also  that  the  temple  of  the  great  goddess 
Diana  should  be  despised,  and  her  magnificence  destroyed, 
whom  all  Asia  and  the  world  worshippeth.  And  when  they 
heard  this,  they  were  full  of  wrath  and  cried  out,  great  is  Diana 
of  the  Ephesians.  And  the  whole  city  was  filled  with  confusion. 

. Some  therefore  cried  one  thing,  and  some  another. 

. And  when  the  town-clerk  had  appeased  the  people, 

he  said,  ye  men  of  Ephesus  what  man  is  there  that  knoweth  not 
how  that  the  city  of  the  Ephesians  is  a  worshipper  of  the  great 
goddess  Diana,  and  of  the  image  which  fell  down  from  Jupiter.” 

This  is  an  illustration,  for  all  time,  of  the  opposition  any 
class  or  profession  is  ready,  as  an  orthodox  or  established  body, 
to  make  to  any  new  discovery  or  doctrine  which  may  be  applied 
to  the  modification,  or  reform,  or  reconstruction  of  its  particular 
system.  They  erect  it  into  a  sort  of  visionary  temple,  and  to 
touch  it  in  the  way  of  alteration  is  to  offend  their  prejudices  of 
education,  and  custom  and  calling,  and  so  is  something  absurd 
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or  shocking  in  their  estimation.  There  are  idols  many,  some 
of  the  individual  and  some  of  the  class.  Everyone  has  his 
chamber  of  imagery ,  if  he  had  the  heart  and  the  will  to  look 
into  it  with  the  purpose  of  seeing  those  idol  prejudices  in  their 
deformity,  and  of  breaking  them  in  pieces :  comparatively  few, 
however,  dare  do  this,  and  some  that  have  the  courage  have  not 
the  will.  And  so  this  new  discovery,  that  offers  to  let  in  light 
on  those  prejudices,  is  scoffed  at  and  derided  or  virulently 
opposed  and  rejected.  It  was  hard,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
persuade  the  miners  to  use  Sir  Humphrey  Davy’s  safety  lamp ; 
and  the  West  India  planters  will  not  he  persuaded,  even  now 
when  they  are  being  ruined  from  the  want  of  labourers,  to  sub¬ 
stitute  mechanical  inventions,  wherever  applicable,  for  manual 
labour. 

The  love  of  novelty  is  supposed  to  be  a  characteristic  of  the 
human  mind,  and  so  it  is  where  there  are  no  strong  counter¬ 
acting  prejudices  against  the  novelty.  Then  the  hatred  of  what 
is  proposed  as  something  new  and  antagonistical  to  preconceived 
opinions,  becomes  the  rule.  The  novelty  of  homoeopathy  has 
been  adduced  as  an  argument  against  it.  We  know  that  the 
doctrine  and  the  practice  are  now  more  than  half  a  century  old ; 
hut  still  they  are  new  to  some.  One  of  the  best  informed 
clergymen  of  the  Anglican  Church  said  not  long  ago  to  a 
homoeopathic  physician:  “the  novelty  of  homoeopathy  is  to  me 
a  strong  objection  against  it;”  to  which  it  was  replied,  on  that 
ground,  then,  had  you  been  a  priest  of  Jupiter  Tonans,  or  of 
Juno  Moneta  at  Rome,  when  Paul  preached  there,  you  would 
have  rejected  his  doctrine  because  of  its  novelty.  This  was  an 
argumentum  ad  hominem  which  he  could  not  resist,  and  he 
withdrew  his  objection. 

Professional  men  are  not  fond  of  indoctrinating  their  clients 
with  their  professional  knowledge.  Those  who  play  at  physic 
with  Graham’s  Domestic  Guide,  and  who  play  at  law  as 
unsalaried  magistrates  and  country  justices,  have  a  very  frac¬ 
tional  knowledge  of  medicine  and  law.  But  there  is  no  subject 
of  which  the  general  public  is  so  ignorant  as  that  of  medicine ; 
and  thus  they  are  compelled  to  take  the  opinion  of  their  medical 
advisers  on  any  medical  subject,  and  these  we  have  shewn  are> 
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from  the  nature  of  the  case,  opponents  of  any  new  discovery  like 
homoeopathy.  The  opposition  of  reforms  and  discoveries  is  not, 
however,  confined  to  those  which  apply  to  medicine.  We  avail 
ourselves  of  Mr.  Sampson’s  able  paper  to  enumerate  some  of  the 
instances  of  that  opposition.  His  first  selection  is  made  from 
the  records  of  moral  progress. 

The  difficulty  in  persuading  the  legislature  to  modify  and 
mitigate  the  sanguinary  laws  for  the  punishment  of  criminals, 
is  his  first  instance.  It  is  well  known  that  lawyers  and  judges, 
on  whose  opinion  of  the  laws  the  public  chiefly  relies,  were  the 
parties  most  opposed  to  any  amendment  or  mitigation  of  the 
worse  than  Draconian  code,  which  so  long  disgraced  the  statute 
hook  of  Christian  England.  “When  Sir  Thomas  More,  in  1529, 
first  ventured  to  question  the  advantage  of  putting  men  to  death 
for  petty  offences,  the  lawyers,  it  is  said,  all  fell  upon  him  and 
charged  him  with  ignorance  of  judicial  affairs.  So  true  is  it, 
“that  there  is  a  propensity  in  all  professional  men  to  resist 
every  deviation  from  established  usages." 

His  next  illustration  is  taken  from  the  history  of  physical 
science.  It  is  the  familiar  story  of  Columbus,  who  when  he 
had  matured  his  theory  of  the  existence  of  a  Western  Continent, 
offered  his  services  to  several  maritime  powers,  whose  “  business 
was  in  the  deep  waters,  with  the  view  of  ascertaining  the  fact. 
His  offer  was  refused  by  those  knowing  navigators  with  scorn. 
His  proposition  “was  rejected  as  the  dream  of  a  chimerical 
projector."  So  in  the  annual  summary  of  the  progress  of 
medical  science  for  the  year  in  which  Hahnemann  died,  there 
were  long  obituary  accounts  of  persons  already  forgotten,  and 
at  the  end  of  them  all  it  was  carelessly  observed,  “  this  year 
died  also  the  theorist  Hahnemann."  In  the  case  of  Columbus, 
a  monk  and  a  physician  persuaded  Queen  Isabella  to  entertain 
his  proposition;  all  the  world  knows  the  rest. 

Similar  illustrations  might  he  given  from  the  history  of 
religious  advancement.  The  odium  theologicum  has  passed 
into  a  proverb.  Every  one  knows  how  strong  are  the  feelings 
of  class  interests  among  different  sects ;  and  how  those  who 
ought  to  love  one  another  are  in  a  position  of  hostile  demon¬ 
stration  one  against  another.  The  histories  of  Wicliffe,  Huss, 
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Lutlier,  and  many  other  worthies  of  the  Church,  are  too  well 
known  to  be  mentioned  in  this  place. 

Of  “the  starry  Galileo  and  his  woes;”  of  that  Bishop  who 
was  burned  for  asserting  that  there  existed  Antipodes  ;  of  Oliver 
Cromwell,  who  prematurely  died  of  ague  because  his  physicians 
would  not  consent  to  give  him  Jesuit’s  hark  (cinchona),  at  that 
time  newly  made  known  in  England ;  of  Harvey,  stigmatised  as 
a  quack  from  one  end  of  Europe  to  the  other;  of  Jenner,  the 
despised  of  the  medical  faculty  when  he  first  made  vaccination 
known, — who  requires  to  he  told  ? 

We  give  Mr.  Sampson’s  quotation  of  an  admirable  scene 
from  Miss  Martineau’s  Game-Law  Tales.  It  is  an  account  of 
the  reception  of  Harvey’s  theory  of  the  circulation  of  the  blood. 
It  is  in  the  form  of  a  dialogue  between  Lords  Holland,  Seymour, 
and  Southampton,  a  clergyman  and  a  physician. 

“  One  object  of  old  Parr’s  going  up  to  Court  is,  that  Harvey  may 
study  the  case,  and  see  if  he  can  gain  hints  from  it  for  lengthening 
our  lives.” 

“  But  surely,”  said  the  clergyman,  “  it  can  matter  hut  little  what 
Dr.  Harvey  concludes  and  gives  out  about  the  case  of  this  old 
parishioner  of  mine,  or  any  other  case.  No  one  can  have  any  respect 
for  his  judgment  in  the  face  of  the  wild  doctrine  he  gives  out  about 
the  blood.” 

“  Does  he  adhere  to  that?”  asked  Lord  Southampton.  “Yes,” 
replied  Lord  Holland,  “he  will  ere  long  publish  another  tract  upon 
it.  It  is  astounding  to  see  a  man,  who  seems  otherwise  rational  and 
sensible,  lose  himself  on  this  one  point.  There  is  no  making  any 
impression  upon  him ;  he  persists  as  quietly  as  if  all  the  wise  people 
in  the  world  agreed  with  him.” 

“  Quietly,”  said  Lord  Seymour,  “  I  thought  he  was  a  passionate, 
turbulent  fellow,  who  thought  all  the  world  a  fool  but  himself.” 

“Whatever  he  may  think,”  replied  Lord  Holland,  “he  says 
nothing  to  give  one  such  an  idea ;  on  the  contrary,  the  most  amusing 
and  yet  melancholy  part  of  the  business  is  his  entire  complacency. 
He  is  so  self-satisfied  that  nothing  can  move  him.” 

“  Dr.  Qldham,”  said  Southampton  to  the  family  physician,  who 
sat  smiling  while  this  description  of  Harvey  was  given,  “  you  have 
looked  into  this  business,  this  pretended  discovery,  what  have  you  to 
say  to  it  ?  ” 
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“  But  little,  my  Lord,  it  is  not  worth  so  many  words  as  just  have 
been  spent  upon  it.  There  is  not  a  physician  in  Europe  who  believes 
in  this  pretended  discovery.” 

“  After  examination  ?  ” 

“  Surely,  my  Lord.  Any  announcement  of  a  discovery  made  by 
the  physician  whose  merits  have  raised  him  to  Dr.  Harvey’s  post, 
cannot  but  meet  with  attention  from  a  profession,  whose  business  it 
is  to  investigate  the  facts  of  the  human  frame  and  constitution.” 

“  Then  known  facts  are  against  him?” 

“  Entirely.  No  point,  for  instance,  is  better  understood  than  that 
the  arteries  are  occupied  by  the  vital  spirits,  which  are  concocted  in 
the  left  side  of  the  heart,  from  the  air  and  blood  in  the  lungs.” 

“And  what  says  Harvey  to  this?” 

“He  controverts  it,  of  course.  Neither  the  opposition  of  all  living 
physicians,  nor  even  the  silence  of  Galen  on  this  notion  of  his,  has 
the  least  effect  upon  him.  It  is  sad  and  pernicious  nonsense,  and 
ruinous  to  a  man  who,  but  for  this  madness,  might  have  been  an 
honour  to  his  profession.  Of  course  his  opinions  on  any  subject  are 
of  no  value  now.” 

“  In  the  profession  do  you  mean,  or  out  of  it  ?  ” 

“  I  believe  there  are  a  good  many  out  of  the  profession  who  listen 
to  him,  open-mouthed,  as  to  every  professor  of  new  doctrines ;  but  it 
is  an  affair  in  which  no  opinions  but  those  of  physicians  can  be  of 
any  consequence ;  and,  as  I  said,  not  a  physician  in  Europe  believes 
in  Harvey’s  doctrine.” 

“  It  ought  to  be  put  down,”  said  Lord  Salisbury,  to  which  the 
clergyman  gave  an  emphatic  assent,  observing,  “that  in  so  important 
an  affair  as  a  great  question  about  the  human  frame,  false  opinions 
must  be  dangerous,  and  ought  to  be  put  down.” 

“And  how  is  new  knowledge  to  fare  when  it  comes?”  said  Lord 
Southampton.  “  By  my  observations,  Dr.  Harvey’s  notion  is  so, 
following  the  course  that  new  knowledge  is  wont  to  run,  that  I  could 
myself  almost  suppose  it  to  be  true.  It  has  been  called  nonsense ; 
that  is  the  first  stage.  Now,  if  it  be  called  dangerous,  that  is  the 
next.  I  shall  amuse  myself  by  watching  for  the  third.  When  it  is 
said  there  is  nothing  new  in  it,  and  it  was  plain  to  all  learned  men 
before  Harvey  was  born,  I  shall  know  how  to  apportion  to  Harvey 
his  due  honour.” 

“  I  thought,  my  Lord,  you  had  held  my  profession  in  respect,” 
said  the  physician,  with  an  uneasy  smile. 
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“  Am  I  not  doing  homage  to  a  most  eminent  member  of  it,  perhaps 
the  most  eminent  in  the  world ? ”  said  Lord  Southampton;  “and  it 
appears  that  I  am  rather  before  than  behind  others  in  doing  so. 
There  is  no  man,  not  even  the  greatest,  who  may  not  stand  hat  in 
hand  before  the  wise  physician ;  and  I,  for  my  humble  part,  would 
do  even  so.” 

This  excellent  scene  so  well  describes  the  kind  of  opposition 
such  a  discovery  as  homoeopathy  has  to  encounter,  and 
especially  from  the  medical  faculty,  that  we  cordially  thank 
Miss  Martineau  for  it. 

To  proceed : — the  experience  of  our  own  times  shews  that 
the  same  opposition  is  to  be  expected  whenever  any  discovery 
is  declared  which  shocks  the  prejudices  of  a  class,  and  (through 
that  class)  of  the  public.  The  insensibility  to  pain  produced 
by  mesmerism  was  proved  by  many  authenticated  cases  in 
England,  and  very  many  in  India,  in  the  practice  of  Dr.  Esdaile. 
The  surgeons  great  and  small,  pure  and  general,  laughed  it  to 
scorn.  Sir  Benjamin  Brodie  went  so  far  as  to  assert  that  pain 
under  operations  was  necessary  to  the  safety  of  the  patient. 
Dr.  Elliotson,  the  great  medical  mesmeric  authority,  was  com¬ 
pelled  to  resign  his  offices  in  connexion  with  the  University 
College  of  London.  He  was  lampooned  and  libelled  in  all  the 
medical  journals,  great  and  small.  The  mesmerically  induced 
insensibility  was  a  pretence :  mesmerism  was  a  mass  of  illusion, 
delusion,  and  collusion.  The  medical  faculty  almost  to  a  man 
rejected  the  discovery  that  insensibility  to  pain  could  be  pro¬ 
duced  by  mesmerism ;  almost  to  a  man,  refused  to  believe  that 
mesmerism  was,  where  indicated,  a  curative  agent.  Animal 
magnetism  some  said  was  a  juggle ;  others  that  it  was  trash  and 
nonseuse;  others  that  it  was  diabolism.  Great  was  the  triumph 
of  the  other  medical  officers  of  University  College  when  Dr. 
Elliotson  withdrew  from  their  body.  But  very  soon  after  a 
person  in  America  discovered  that  insensibility  to  pain  under 
operations  could  be  produced  by  setherisation.  Hither  wTas  a 
pharmacological  fact,  a  Galenical  virtue ;  this  was  a  legitimate 
property  of  a  legitimate  remedy,  and  it  is  on  record  that  the 
first  successful  experiment  in  England  to  produce  insensibility 
to  pain,  from  setherisation  under  operation,  was  performed  at 
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the  hospital  of  that  University  College,  the  medical  officers  of 
which  had  rejected  with  scorn  Dr.  Elliotson’s  proposition  that 
insensibility  to  pain  under  operations  could  he  produced.  The 
mesmeric  power  was  not  in  accordance  with  the  trained  ideas 
and  the  narrow  range  of  vision  of  medical  men ;  but  they  believed 
in  gaseous  exhalations.  Chloroform  has  now  superseded  aether; 
but  surgeons  are  averse  as  ever  to  mesmerism. 

This  is  an  apt  illustration  of  the  bigotry  and  prejudice  of  a 
class  or  profession,  in  respect  of  a  new  discovery,  which  they 
are  not  prepared  from  their  education  and  conventional  notions 
to  entertain ;  while  they  readily  embrace  one,  which  is  in 
accordance  with  their  general  views,  and  which  comes  within 
the  sphere  of  their  common-place  ideas.  They  can  understand 
the  law  of  homoeopathy  as  being  sometimes  applicable,  but  not 
as  generally  applicable ;  and  they  cannot  tolerate  the  Hahne- 
mannian  doses,  because  the  philosophical  induction  from  in¬ 
numerable  experiments  is  quite  beyond  their  every-day  habits 
of  thought;  so  they  reject  at  once  the  philosophy  and  the 
experience. 

The  difficulty  of  overcoming  a  class  prejudice  is  shewn  by  the 
opposition  of  the  officers  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  to  the  pro¬ 
position  to  do  away  with  the  corporal  punishment  of  soldiers  and 
sailors.  According  to  them  the  cat-o’-nine-tails  gives  discipline 
and  soldierly  ability. 

The  opposition  made  to  the  benevolent  views  of  Captain 
Maconochie  for  the  reform  and  moral  regeneration  of  trans¬ 
ported  criminals — views  amply  borne  out  by  the  most  satis¬ 
factory  evidence  of  their  truth  and  reality, — is  another  instance 
of  class  prejudice.  His  results  are  admitted,  but  the  hereditary 
and  septennial  legislators  will  not  legislate  in  accordance  with 
them. 

It  is  well  known  with  what  difficulty  those  who  have  the 
management  and  superintendence  of  the  insane  were  induced  to 
try  the  effects  of  moral  treatment ;  to  do  away  with  instruments 
of  confinement  to  one  position,  with  fetters  and  the  scourge. 
All  honour  to  Dr.  Conolly,  Dr.  Woodward,  and  the  at  first  few 
supporters  of  their  benevolent  attempts  to  introduce  this  happy 
change  in  the  treatment  of  the  sacred  insane  !  The  results  are 
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such  that  there  is  no  fear  they  will  ever  again  he  submitted  to 
the  cruel  and  barbarous  usage,  which  was  their  lot  even  a  few 
years  ago. 

These  illustrations  are  sufficient  to  shew  the  opposition  of  men 
of  a  class,  or  of  a  profession,  to  any  discovery  or  reform,  which  is 
not  in  accordance  with  their  conventional  customs,  ideas,  and 
principles.  It  is  true  that  such  a  discovery,  or  reform,  if  just 
and  true,  makes  its  way.  A  few  earnest  spirits,  who  would  not 
rather  he  wrong  with  Galen  or  Dr.  Williams  than  he  right  with 
the  author  of  a  discovery  wdiich  the  former  had  no  opportunity 
of  examining,  and  the  latter  chooses  to  reject  disdainfully 
without  examination,  take  up,  investigate,  become  convinced, 
and  do  their  best  to  promote  such  a  discovery,  say  homoeopathy. 
And  as  the  truth  made  its  way  in  the  case  of  the  discoveries  of 
Harvey  and  of  Jenner;  so  will  it  be  in  the  case  of  the  Hahne- 
mannian  reform.  The  public  are  not  justified  in  rejecting  it, 
because  the  great  body  of  the  medical  profession  in  England 
disdains  it.  It  was  introduced  into  this  country  in  1827.  In 
1844  the  British  Homoeopathic  Society  was  established.  The 
British  Journal  of  Homoeopathy ,  now  in  its  seventh  year,  is 
the  organ  of  this  doctrine.  Its  medical  practitioners  increase 
year  after  year.  It  has  modified  materially  the  ordinary  medical 
practice ;  the  lancet  is  much  less  frequently  employed ;  the  con¬ 
sumption  of  drugs  is  marvellously  diminished ;  a  more  simple 
treatment  has  been  substituted  for  the  heroical  or  savage. 
Some  of  our  remedies,  not  before  used  by  the  allopathic  school, 
are  getting  into  daily  use.  Our  good  public  may  perceive  from 
these  signs  that  our  doctrine  and  practice  are  not  the  trash  and 
nonsense  our  opponents  try  to  make  them  appear. 

Take  a  few  instances  of  the  animus  of  the  class  opposed  to 
our  progress. 

A  very  distinguished  metropolitan  physician,  and  deservedly 
so,  after  having  been  for  some  time  in  attendance  on  a  young 
lady  suffering  from  marasmus  from  mesenteric  disease,  left  the 
case  as  hopeless.  The  father  called  in  a  homoeopathic  practi¬ 
tioner:  she  soon  shewed  some  signs  of  amendment;  is  in  good 
condition  now,  and  is  almost  entirely  restored  to  good  health. 
A  few  days  ago  the  allopathic  physician  met  the  father,  and  was 
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surprised  to  learn  from  him  that  she  was  so  much  better ;  hut 
on  hearing  that  she  had  been  under  homoeopathic  treatment 
said,  “  Oh  !  the  improvement  in  her  health  is  not  from  homoeo¬ 
pathy,  which  is  nothing,  nature  has  done  it.” 

An  allopathic  hospital  physician  was  in  attendance  on  a 
gentleman  suffering  from  neuralgia,  diarrhoea,  &c.  As  the 
patient  had  told  him  he  had  before  derived  benefit  from  the 
homoeopathic  remedies,  and  he  found  he  could  not  hear  the 
ordinary  medicines  even  in  very  reduced  doses,  he  of  himself 
proposed  that  he  should  again  try  homoBopathy.  The  diarrhoea, 
which  was  his  most  distressing  symptom,  did  not  recur  after  he 
took  the  appropriate  homoeopathic  remedies ;  the  allopath  wrent 
to  see  him,  as  a  friend,  every  three  or  four  days ;  he  acknow¬ 
ledged  the  amendment,  hut  would  not  allow  that  the  remedies 
had  any  effect ;  and  when  after  three  or  four  friendly  visits  he 
found  the  patient  and  his  family  convinced  that  the  benefit  wTas 
derived  from  the  homoeopathic  treatment,  he  wrote  him  a  letter 
to  assure  him  that  homoeopathy  was  a  mere  delusion.  Some 
little  time  after  the  patient  died  from  cerebral  and  other  disease, 
and  it  is  to  he  presumed  that  in  the  allopath’s  judgment  he  was 
done  to  death  by  homoeopathy,  though  he  had  himself  left  the 
case  as  hopeless. 

The  case  of  Malihran  is  another  instance  of  the  prejudice  we 
have  to  contend  against.  She  had  lived  during  more  than  half 
her  life  in  a  state  of  constant  excitement.  Her  fine  organization, 
and  exquisite  susceptibilities,  for  she  was  a  genius  as  well  as  a 
woman,  were  kept  on  a  constant  straiii  by  her  professional 
ambition,  and  the  excitements  incident  to  her  public  career. 
She  could  not  be  kept  in  check ;  her  genius,  and  the  love  of 
the  applause  derived  from  its  exercise,  were  her  spurs  to  exer¬ 
tions  beyond  what  nature  could  sustain  for  any  lengthened  time. 
At  the  age  of  thirty- three,  after  the  unbounded  triumphs  of  a 
London  season,  the  concert  in  the  morning,  the  theatre  every 
night,  and  the  brilliant  society,  of  which  she  was  the  most 
sparkling  ornament,  after  the  theatre,  far  into  the  small  hours 
of  the  succeeding  morning,  she  went  to  keep  an  engagement 
at  Manchester.  She  fainted  at  one  of  the  performances,  and 
was  attacked  with  nervous  fever ;  she  was  attended  by  several 
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of  the  leading  allopathic  medical  men  of  Manchester,  of  that 
day.  She  was  bled ;  the  heroical  practice  was  exercised  on  her. 
She  succumbed — 

u  Sic  transit  gloria  munch  ; 

Omnia  sic  pereunt,  forma  venusta,  decus.” 

During  her  London  career  Dr.  Belluomini  had  always  been 
her  medical  attendant;  he  was  sent  for,  and  arrived  not  long 
before  her  death,  perhaps  from  twelve  to  twenty  hours.  He 
saw  and  said  the  case  was  hopeless — hut  homoeopathy  killed 
her !  It  was  so  advertised  in  the  papers.  Thousands  upon 
thousands  believed  it;  some  believe  it  to  this  day.  “J’etouffe,” 
was  her  last  utterance — and  so  the  nightingale  was  stifled. 

Let  these  instances  suffice  to  show  how  far  the  prejudices  of 
even  honourable  men  can  carry  them  in  their  opposition  to  an 
innovation  they  cannot  stomach,  to  a  proposed  reform  that  bears 
on  their  own  profession,  when  they  are  not  prepared  for  it. 

But  many  great  men  of  the  medical  profession,  though  they 
adopted  not  homoeopathy,  have  honourably  distinguished  them¬ 
selves  by  declaring  their  respect  for  Hahnemann,  and  their 
conviction  that  his  doctrine  should  be  carefully  examined.  We 
have  pleasure  in  enumerating  the  names  of  Hufeland,  Broussais, 
Brera,  and  Valentine  Mott,  among  these  happy  exceptions. 
Some  of  the  foremost  men  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland, 
are  now  willing  to  make,  have  made  the  same  allowance  and 
partial  acknowledgment  of  our  method.  These  men,  and  others 
like  them,  do  not  concur  with  the  recorded  opinion  of  the 
Westminster  Medical  Society,  that  “  Homoeopathy  is  a  tissue 
of  absurdities  offensive  to  common  sense — the  wild,  visionary 
and  ridiculous  theory  of  a  German  enthusiast,  too  absurd  to  merit 
anything  like  argument,  and  practised  by  its  disciples  only 
from  sordid  motives.”  The  late  eminent  surgeon,  Mr.  Liston, 
did  not  so  judge  of  it,  nor  Dr.  Millingen,  nor  Dr.  Fletcher, 
the  eminent  physiologist  and  pathologist.  We  quote,  at  length, 
from  Dr.  Fletcher,  his  favourable  testimony. 

“  Every  day’s  experience  furnishes  us  with  examples  of  the  truth 
of  the  homoeopathic  doctrine,  at  least  in  some  instances,  the  several 
substances  operating  in  producing  and  curing,  each  its  own  class  of 
diseases,  sometimes  directly,  at  other  times  indirectly  or  by  sympathy. 

B 


18  Medical  Toogoodism  and  Homoeopathy . 

Do  we  not  continually  give  purgatives  in  the  cure  of  diarrhoea,  for 
the  purpose,  as  is  erroneously  supposed,  of  carrying  off  some  offend¬ 
ing  matter,  the  presumed  cause  of  the  discharge  ?  and  how  often  is 
aloes ,  one  of  the  most  common  causes  of  piles,  a  means  of  effectually 
removing  them  when  already  present?  Among  the  diuretics,  also, 
Cantharides,  as  well  as  the  turpentines  and  balsams,  are  not  more  effec¬ 
tual  in  removing  gleet  and  catarrh  of  the  bladder  when  present,  than 
they  are,  under  other  circumstances,  in  occasioning  them.  Among 
the  diaphoretics,  Tartar  emetic  has,  according  to  our  own  personal 
experience,  excellent  effects  in  stopping  a  diaphoresis,  effectual  as  it 
is,  as  everybody  knows,  when  no  such  affection  exists,  in  exciting  it. 
The  sweating  sickness  was  treated  formerly  by  diaphoretics.  F urther, 
among  the  tonics,  Cinchona ,  the  chief  remedy  of  intermittent  fever, 
is  said  to  be  capable  of  producing  it,  and  indeed  it  was  from  noticing 
this  effect  upon  himself  that  Hahnemann  was  first  induced  to  pro¬ 
secute  and  systematise  the  theory  in  question.  Tartar  emetic  also, 
which,  as  every  one  knows,  is  one  of  the  most  efficacious  means  of 
combatting  inflammation  in  general  where  it  exists,  is  almost  equally 
sure  to  produce  it  when  it  does  not  exist,  if  given  in  large  doses, 
when  it  is  rather  to  be  considered  as  a  tonic  than  as  a  nauseant,  a 
diaphoretic,  or  a  sedative.  But  the  medicine  which  is  most  illustra¬ 
tive,  in  its  various  operations,  of  the  truth  of  the  homoeopathic 
doctrine,  is  Mercury.  The  occasional  effects  of  this  mineral  in  pro¬ 
ducing  laryngitis,  iritis,  ptyalism,  and  numerous  other  inflammations 
and  their  consequences,  are  abundantly  well  known ;  yet  what 
remedy  is  so  effectual  in  removing,  as  is  generally  acknowledged,  the 
two  former  affections,  and  the  third  also,  as  was  not  long  ago  proved 
by  Dr.  Duncan  and  others?  Nay,  the  influence  of  Mercury  in  curing 
lues  venerea  is  dependent  probably  on  its  power  of  producing  disease, 
if  not  identical  with  it,  certainly  very  similar  to  it  in  its  specific  effects 
on  the  throat,  skin,  bones,  and  other  organs.  Lastly,  among  the 
narcotic  medicines,  the  effects  of  Alcohol  in  removing,  as  well  as 
exciting  delirium  tremens,  in  all  its  degrees,  have  been  attended  to, 
and  are  sufficiently  well  known.  Not  only  medicines,  however,  but 
other  remedial  agents,  furnish  equally  conclusive  evidence  of  the 
truth,  in  certain  cases  at  least,  of  the  homoeopathic  doctrine.  Thus, 
what  is  the  blacksmith’s  remedy  when  he  has  scorched  his  finger  ? — 
is  it  not  again  holding  it  to  the  fire,  for  the  purpose  of  drawing  out 
the  heat,  as  he  expresses  it  ?  And  what  is  Dr.  Kentish’s  treatment 
of  burns  in  general  ? — is  it  not  by  heated  oil  of  turpentine  and  other 
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stimulating  applications,  for  the  purpose,  as  he  presumes,  of  bringing 
the  inflamed  part  gradually,  not  suddenly,  down  to  the  line  of  health  ? 
This  is  not  the  true  explanation  of  the  benefit  so  derived,  but  the 
benefit  is  nevertheless  unquestionable.  Again,  the  occasional  effects 
of  electricity  in  removing  amaurosis,  palsy  of  the  tongue,  &c.,  are  no 
less  certain  than  the  fact  that  these  diseases  have  often  resulted  from 
electricity ;  and  its  effects  in  either  producing  or  removing  nervous 
apoplexy,  according  to  circumstances,  were  beautifully  illustrated  on 
one  occasion  by  Dr.  Currie,  who  found  that  by  passing  an  electric 
shock  through  the  head  of  a  rabbit,  he  could  alternately  stupify  and 

revive  it,  for  an  almost  indefinite  number  of  times .  Upon 

the  whole,  Hahnemann’s  book  is  an  original  and  interesting  one,  and 
displays  more  reflection  in  every  page  than  many  of  his  decriers 
will  evince  in  the  whole  course  of  their  life  and  conduct  for  half  a 
century.” 

The  good  seed  of  Dr.  Fletcher’s  physiology  and  pathology 
was  sown  in  a  good  soil ;  had  that  excellent  man,  and  scholar, 
and  philosopher  been  spared,  his  genial  spirit  would  have  been 
delighted  with  the  homoeopathic  development  that  has  been 
manifested  in  Edinburgh,  where  he  delivered  his  lectures,  not 
the  least  of  the  great  men  who  from  time  to  time  have  adorned 
that  royal  and  classical  city.  Some  of  his  pupils  are  in  the 
number  of  our  most  distinguished  homoeopathists. 

The  eminent  Dr.  Forbes,  late  editor  of  the  British  and 
Foreign  Medical  Review,  though  he  professed  not  to  receive 
himself  the  Hahnemannian  doctrine,  yet  spoke  out,  in  a  very 
powerful  article,  in  favour  of  the  character  of  Hahnemann  and 
his  school,  and  even  acknowledged  the  cures ,  though  he  tried 
to  explain  them  on  the  ground  of  our  leaving  our  patients  more 
to  nature  than  drug-givers  do.  What  a  condemnation  of  the 
drugging  system  !  Let  us  quote  what  he  says  of  Hahnemann. 

“No  careful  observer  of  his  actions,  or  candid  reader  of  his 
writings,  can  hesitate  for  a  moment  to  admit  that  he  was  a  very  ex¬ 
traordinary  man.  He  was  undoubtedly  a  man  of  genius,  and  a 
scholar ;  a  man  of  indefatigable  industry,  of  undaunted  energy,  sur¬ 
passed  by  few  in  the  originality  and  ingenuity  of  his  views ;  superior 
to  most  in  having  substantiated  and  carried  out  his  doctrines  into 
actual  and  most  extensive  practice.  It  is  but  an  act  of  justice  also 
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to  admit  that  there  exist  no  grounds  for  doubting  that  he  was  sincere 
in  his  belief  of  the  truth  of  his  doctrines,  and  that  many  at  least  of 
his  followers  have  been  and  are  sincere,  honest,  and  learned  men.” 

This  is  very  different  language  from  that  of  Dr.  Toogood,  whose 
name  has  supplied  us  with  the  word  Toogoodism.  Very  different 
also  is  the  language  of  Dr.  Forbes,  in  regard  to  the  homoeo¬ 
pathic  system  of  treatment,  from  that  of  the  Toogood  school  of 
assailants. 

“  Homoeopathy,”  writes  Dr.  Forbes,  “  is  an  original  system  of 
medicine,  as  ingenious  as  many  that  preceded  it,  and  destined  pro¬ 
bably  to  be  the  remote,  if  not  the  immediate  cause  of  more  important 
fundamental  changes  in  the  practice  of  the  healing  art  than  have 
resulted  from  any  promulgated  since  the  days  of  Galen  himself. 
By  most  medical  men  it  has  been  taken  for  granted  that  the  system 
is  one  not  only  visionary  in  itself,  but  that  it  is  the  result  of  a  mere 
fanciful  hypothesis,  disconnected  with  facts  of  any  kind,  and  sup¬ 
ported  by  no  processes  of  ratiocination  or  logical  inference.  And  yet 
nothing  can  be  further  from  the  truth.  Whoever  examines  the 
homoeopathic  doctrines,  as  announced  and  expounded  in  the  original 
writings  of  Hahnemann  and  many  of  his  followers,  must  admit  not 
only  that  the  system  is  an  ingenious  one,  but  that  it  professes  to  be 

based  on  a  most  formidable  array  of  facts  and  experiments . 

We  think  it  impossible  to  refuse  to  homoeopathy  the  praise  of  being 
an  ingenious  system  of  medical  doctrine,  tolerably  complete  in  its 
organisation,  tolerably  comprehensive  in  its  views,  and  as  capable  of 
being  defended  by  feasible  arguments  as  most  of  the  systems  of 

medicine  which  preceded  it .  As  '  an  established  form  of 

practical  medicine,  as  a  great  fact  in  the  history  of  our  art,  we  must, 

nolentes  volentes ,  consider  homoeopathy . .  Not  only  do  we 

see  all  our  ordinary  curable  diseases  cured  in  a  fair  proportion  under 
the  homoeopathic  method  of  treatment,  but  even  all  the  severer  and 
more  dangerous  diseases  which  most  physicians,  of  whatever  school, 
have  been  accustomed  to  consider  as  not  only  needing  the  interposi¬ 
tion  of  art  to  assist  nature  in  bringing  them  to  a  favourable  and  speedy 
termination,  but  demanding  the  employment  of  prompt  and  strong 
measures  to  prevent  a  fatal  issue  in  a  considerable  proportion  of 
cases.” 

The  late  Dr.  Andrew  Combe,  whose  reputation  as  a  medical 
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philosopher  is  so  widely  diffused,  is  another  of  the  happy  ex- 
ceptious  among  medical  men,  who  have  written  or  spoken  wisely 
and  fairly  of  the  Hahnemannian  doctrine  and  practice.  This 
is  his  language. — 

“  Let  us  scout  quacks  and  pretenders  as  we  may,  homoeopathy 
presents  too  strong  a  prima  facie  case  to  warrant  our  dismissing  it 
with  ridicule  and  contempt .  As  a  matter  of  theory ,  sup¬ 

ported  only  by  argument,  homoeopathy  produces  no  conviction 
whatever  in  my  mind  of  its  truth  or  even  of  its  probability ;  but  as  a 
question  of  fact ,  claiming  to  rest  on  the  4  irresistible  ground  of  its 
superior  method  of  curing  diseases  and  preserving  human  life,’  and 
on  the  alleged  experience  of  able  and  honest  men,  as  competent  to 
judge  as  most  of  those  who  oppose  them,  I  cannot  venture  to 
denounce  it  as  untrue,  because  I  have  no  experience  bearing  espe¬ 
cially  upon  it  to  bring  forward,  and  we  are  still  too  ignorant  to  he 
able  to  predicate,  a  priori ,  what  may  or  may  not  be  true  in  the  great 
field  of  nature.  After  the  presumptive  evidence  which  has  been  pro¬ 
duced,  if  I  were  now  in  practice  I  should  hold  myself  bound  without 
further  delay  to  test  its  trutlf  by  careful  and  extensive  experiment.” 

Yet  another  instance  of  the  fair  and  honourable  interpreta¬ 
tion  of  the  claims  of  homoeopathy  on  the  medical  profession 
for  a  candid  and  full  investigation.  It  is  the  testimony  of 
Dr.  John  Wilson,  inspector  of  naval  hospitals  and  fleets,  who, 
in  his  Medical  Notes  on  China ,  makes  this  statement. — 

“  In  the  cholera  cases  the  doctrine  of  the  homoeopathists,  similia 
similihus  curantur ,  is  partly  admitted.  Whatever  may  be  thought  of 
the  theory  on  which  the  practice  is  founded,  there  is  no  doubt  that 
the  practice  is  often  highly  beneficial.  At  the  invasion  of  many 
febrile  affections,  involving  important  organs,  and  leading,  if  not 
speedily  arrested,  to  dangerous,  perhaps  destructive  lesions  of  those 
organs,  it  often  acts  with  an  absolutely  curative  effect.” 

These  examples  of  honoured  and  honourable  men  of  high 
standing  and  great  reputation  among  the  allopathic  practi¬ 
tioners,  who  favour  homoeopathy  so  far  as  to  think  it  worthy 
of  a  careful  and  determinate  examination,  should  satisfy  our 
good  public  of  Great  Britain  that  the  outcry  of  the  general 
body  of  the  medical  men  against  our  doctrine  is  not  at  all 
indicative  of  its  being  what  they  represent  it,  but  that  their  very 
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opposition,  as  that  of  a  class  prejudiced  and  resolved  to  con¬ 
demn  it,  is  an  argument  in  its  favour.  It  has  been  declared 
to  be  nonsense ;  it  has  been  pronounced  dangerous ;  the  next 
stage  is  that  all  should  pronounce  it  to  have  been  what  was 

always  known. 

Nine -tenths  of  the  men  of  every  profession  or  class  are  quite 
content  with  the  knowledge  of  one’s  every  day  things ;  few 
endeavour  to  ascertain  the  value  or  the  reality  of  a  philosophy 
that  is  beyond  their  normal  comprehension.  Like  the  fruit- seller 
in  Mahommedan  countries,  it  is  easier  for  each  of  them  to  cry, 
“In  the  name  of  the  prophet,  figs!”  whether  that  prophet  be 
Galen,  or  Coke,  or  Warburton,  or  Peel,  than  to  investigate  any 
matter  of  inquiry  for  themselves.  Nothing  could  be  moie 
direct  or  intelligible  than  that  a  medical  man,  for  instance, 
should  prove  by  experiment  whether  such  a  doctrine  as  homoeo¬ 
pathy  is  false  or  not;  but  the  vast  majority  profess,  instead,  to 
condemn  it  without  examination. — This  is  the  very  essence  of 
Toogoodism.  Two  medical  men  in  the  year  1841  met  a  common 
friend  in  the  broad-walk  near  the  spa  of  Cheltenham.  This 
friend  of  the  two  physicians  was  a  diligent  student  of  homoeo¬ 
pathy.  He  had  been  a  personal  friend  as  well  as  disciple  ol 
Hahnemann.  He  began  to  discourse  of  Hahnemann  and  his 
doctrine,  and  spoke  wisely  and  well  of  the  great  medical  reformer, 
and  of  his  peculiar  views  and  practice.  One  of  his  two  hearers 
said,  “  I  know  nothing  of  the  merits  of  this  practice,  but  I  will 
certainly  inquire  into  it.”  He  did  so,  and  is  now  a  well-known 
homceopathist.  The  other  of  his  hearers  said,  I  want  to 
know  nothing  about  it ;  I  know  as  much  of  my  profession  as  I 
wish  to  knew,  or  as  any  man  needs  to  know.  I  would  not  take 
the  trouble  to  make  any  experiments  of  the  kind.  I  am  sure  it 
is  all  stuff  and  nonsense.”  He  remains  an  allopatliist,  and  is  a 
good  specimen  of  that  Toogoodism  we  have  been  endeavouring 
to  illustrate.  * 

In  the  Confessions  of  a  Homoeopathist ,  one  is  depicted  as 
everything  that  is  vile  and  detestable :  he  repents  at  last,  and 
confesses  himself  to  have  been  a  villain.  In  some  of  the  medical 
journals  it  is  recommended  that  whenever  any  one  dies  under 
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homoeopathic  treatment,  the  practitioner  should  be  indicted  for 
man-slaughter.  Dr.  Jonathan  Toogood  says  that  all  homoeo- 
pathists  are  unprincipled  charlatans.  We  can  afford  to  pity  this 
pitiful  way  of  treating  a  question  of  immense  public  interest, 
and  of  profound  philosophy.  There  is  no  more  certain  sign  of 
ignorance  than  the  proclaimed  and  angry  unbelief  in  and  rejec¬ 
tion  of  a  thing  because  one  does  not  understand  it  and  will  not 
even  take  the  trouble  to  make  the  effort  to  understand  it.  The 
case  is  worse  in  relation  to  homoeopathy,  for  many  a  person 
who  could  make  nothing  of  its  deeper  philosophy  might  satisfy 
himself,  by  experiment,  of  the  truth  of  the  practice. 

When  any  person  dies  under  homoeopathic  treatment,  there 
is  immediately  an  outcry  against  the  practice.  Myriads  may 
perish  under  the  drugging  system,  but  this  is  the  established  way 
of  doing  to  death.  The  friends  of  the  departed,  and  the  public, 
should  not  judge  from  isolated  cases ;  it  is  a  matter  of  figures :  so 
many  children,  suffering  from  scarlatina,  treated  allopathically,  so 
many  deaths;  so  many  treated  homoeopathically,  so  many  deaths. 
And  so  also  of  any  other  disease.  By  this  test  we  are  willing 
to  abide.  We  know,  to  our  cost,  the  unfairness,  the  dishonesty, 
with  which  our  medical  opponents  treat  us.  A  few  days  ago 
a  clergyman,  who  is  in  attendance  on  a  gentleman  supposed  to 
be  past  hope  of  recovery,  suggested  to  the  medical  attendant 
the  propriety  of  trying  homoeopathy,  as  he  had  avowed  that  the 
ordinary  treatment  was  of  no  avail.  “  Sir,”  said  this  specimen 
of  Toogoodism,  “never  mention  the  subject  of  homoeopathy  to 
a  surgeon,”  —looking  the  while  all  the  scorn  he  felt.  Now  what 
great  harm  would  have  been  done  in  trying  our  remedies  ? 
A  patient  is  left  as  hopeless  by  an  allopathic  practitioner ;  a 
homoeopathist  is  called  in,  and  the  patient  dies.  As  a  matter 
of  course  he  was  killed  by  homoeopathy.  At  one  time  it  is 
said  that  there  is  nothing  in  our  medicines;  at  another  time 
that  they  are  concentrated  poisons.  Last  winter  an  infant  was 
found  in  the  morning  dead,  at  Torquay,  when  there  was  every 
reason  to  think  it  was  overlain  by  its  nurse.  One  of  the  medical 
men  of  the  place  was  sent  for  to  see  it,  and  asked  if  it  had  taken 
any  medicine  lately  ?  “  Only  a  globule  of  homoeopathic  medi- 
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cine.”  ‘c  Ah  !  those  are  dangerous  remedies,  strong  poisons. 
What  was  the  medicine  ?  ”  “  A  globule  of  Chamomilla.”  “  Oh! 
certainly  Chamomilla  is  not  a  poison.” 

We  are  almost  ashamed  to  write  such  things,  hut  they  shew 
the  animus  of  Toogoodism.  Men  of  that  ism  endeavour, 
through  thick  and  thin,  per  fas  vel  nefas,  to  abuse,  vilify,  put 
down  whatever  they  think  is  in  the  way  of  their  craft.  What 
care  they  for  divine  philosophy  ?  good  enough,  easy,  well- 
meaning  men,  they  would  not  hurt  a  fly  that  did  not  tease  them, 
but  run  a-muck— like  a  savage  Malay,  creese  in  hand — -against 
whatever  offends  their  prejudices,  or  seems  to  threaten  their 
interest.  This  Toogoodism,  then,  is  a  part  of  our  poor  human 
nature.  We  are  sorry  for  it,  and  would  gladly  see  it  amended. 

A  medical  gentleman  of  Philadelphia,  of  considerable  reputa¬ 
tion,  and  an  allopath,  lately  wrote  to  a  friend  in  this  country 
who  has  recently  embraced  homoeopathy,  and  after  expressing 
his  regret  for  his  adoption  of  the  Hahnemannian  doctrine,  wTent 
on  to  declare  to  him  that  homoeopathy  was  held  in  contempt 
or  indifference  in  the  United  States;  that  the  persons  who  prac¬ 
tised  it  were  sent  to  Coventry,  and  never  received  into  good 
society ;  and  that  there  were  no  men  of  any  sort  of  respectability 
practising  it.  Constantine  Hering,  one  of  the  most  distinguished 
medical  men  and  naturalists  in  the  world,  a  man  of  great  genius 
and  of  the  most  sincere  and  gentle  goodness,  so  far  as  the  word 
good  can  be  applied  to  any  human  being,  lives  and  flourishes  in 
Philadelphia.  He  is  a  thoroughly  truthful  man,  and  he  told  us 
some  three  years  ago,  when  he  was  in  Europe,  that  the  difficulty 
in  the  United  States  was  not  to  get  medical  men  to  join  the 
homoeopathic  ranks,  hut  to  keep  them  back  from  pressing 
prematurely  and  too  rapidly  into  our  array.  We  believe,  from 
all  that  we  can  gather,  that  there  are  more  than  a  thousand 
homoeopathic  practitioners  in  the  United  States :  yet  this  well- 
to-do  allopathic  doctor  of  Philadelphia  laughs  at  the  notion  of 
homoeopathy  having  made  any  way  in  those  States.  This  is 
another  instance  of  Toogoodism. 

We  think  it  must  be  manifest  to  all  who  will  take  the  trouble 
to  examine  the  subject  dispassionately  that  the  great  body  of  the 
medical  profession  must,  in  the  first  instance,  almost  as  a  matter 


Medical  Tooyoodism  and  Homoeopathy .  25 

of  course,  judging  from  the  analogy  and  history  of  all  similar 
discoveries,  have  rejected  homoeopathy.  It  has  been  shewn 
that  some  few  eminent  men,  from  Hufeland  half  a  century  ago 
to  Dr.  Forbes  of  our  day,  have  ever  and  anon  proclaimed  their 
belief  that  it  was  a  subject  well  worthy  of  the  serious  attention 
and  anxious  investigation  of  medical  men.  During  that  half- 
century  this  doctrine  has  been  adopted  and  the  practice  pursued 
by  about  three  thousand  duly  qualified  and  well-educated  prac¬ 
titioners,  in  Europe  and  America.  It  has  made  quite  as  much 
progress  as  could  reasonably  have  been  expected  in  Great 
Britain,  since  its  introduction  in  1827.  The  public,  then,  can 
only  come  to  one  conclusion  if  they  will  use  their  own  faculties 
of  judgment  and  comparison  —  that  homoeopathy  is  a  true 
doctrine,  and  the  practice  worthy  of  an  honest,  careful,  and 
extensive  trial,  to  say  the  least  of  it.  Taken  per  se,  the  mere 
opposition  of  the  bulk  of  our  medical  men  argues  nothing 
against  it,  but  rather  the  contrary.  The  testimony  of  some  of 
the  most  able  and  enlightened,  who  have  yet  stopped  short  of 
embracing  it,  says  much  more  in  its  favour  than  the  blind 
prejudice  of  the  multitude  does  against  it.  We  trust  we  have 
fairly,  though  rapidly,  sketched  the  present  relation  between 
medical  Toogoodism  and  homoeopathy.  The  past  history  of  our 
doctrine  records  the  struggles  of  Hahnemann  and  his  followers, 
the  ups  and  downs  of  the  conflict,  and  the  triumphant  issue  in 
many  places.  The  struggle  and  the  conflict  are  still  going  on 
in  Great  Britain :  the  result  cannot  be  doubted. 

The  homoeopathic  practitioners  should  be  a  compact  and 
united  body,  because  union  is  strength.  The  friends  and  patrons 
of  homoeopathy  among  the  public  can  aid  our  progress  by 
unity  of  purpose  and  a  resolute  will  to  have  the  doctrine  fairly 
tested.  There  ought  to  be  a  hospital  and  school  of  homoeo¬ 
pathy  in  each  metropolis  of  the  three  kingdoms,  London, 
Edinburgh,  and  Dublin,  and  this  without  delay.  The  non¬ 
medical  adherents  of  our  doctrine  are  sufficiently  numerous  and 
wealthy  to  provide  ample  funds  for  this  purpose.  This  is  a  most 
important  step  that  should  be  immediately  taken.  It  is  a  downright 
neglect  of  a  positive  duty  to  let  selfish  considerations  interfere 
with  the  advancement  of  a  public  good.  Homoeopathy  is  not  for 
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the  benefit  of  this  or  that  medical  practitioner,  or  for  this  or 
that  patient  only,  hut  should  he  diffused  for  the  benefit  of  all. 
Such  towns  as  Liverpool,  Birmingham,  and  Manchester  should 
each  have  a  homoeopathic  hospital.  We  ask  for  nothing  but 
what  is  fair  and  equitable.  Some  of  our  advocates  say  that  in 
time  our  homoeopathic  practitioners  will  he  elected  to  the 
hospitals  and  other  public  institutions  already  existing.  But 
when  ?  Little  do  such  persons  know  of  human  nature  and  of 
the  manner  of  the  election  to  such  hospitals.  It  were  fitting 
that  those  who  have  been  the  pioneers  of  this  doctrine  in  Great 
Britain,  through  good  report  and  ill  report,  should  have  the 
satisfaction,  before  they  depart  hence  and  are  no  more  seen,  to 
know  that  their  labour  has  not  been  in  vain — that  they  have 
not  lived  in  vain  —  that  they  have  testified  worthily  to  an 
established  school  of  medicine.  Those  of  high  place,  and 
possessed  of  wealth,  almost  realising  an  oriental  dream,  who 
have  for  themselves  and  families  derived  incalculable  benefit 
from  this  method  of  practice,  should  be  awakened  from  their 
unconsciousness  of  the  duty  they  owe  themselves  and  the  public, 
and  the  Giver  of  their  wealth,  in  this  respect.  Life  was  not 
intended  to  be  the  voluptuous  pastime  of  a  Sybarite,  or  to  be 
passed  in  a  sort  of  philosophical  indifference  to  the  well-being 
of  society.  Life  is  or  should  be  a  series  of  struggles  after 
good.  The  greatest  amount  of  happiness  for  the  greatest  number 
of  people,  is  the  true  rule  of  good  government;  the  greatest 
possible  amount  of  relief  from  pain  and  physical  suffering  and 
disease,  for  the  greatest  number  of  people,  is  the  true  rule  of 
practical  philanthropy  on  a  medical  question. 

In  every  town  where  homoeopathy  is  practised  there  should 
be  a  branch  society,  in  connexion  with  the  London  British 
Homoeopathic  Association,*  and  the  object  of  the  main  trunk 
and  of  each  branch  should  be  the  obtaining  of  sufficient  funds 
for  the  establishment  of  hospitals,  as  well  as  for  the  diffusion, 
by  books,  of  the  homoeopathic  doctrine  and  practice. 

Let  us  be  allowed  to  conclude  this  paper  with  a  brief  survey 
of  medicine  from  our  august  Father  Adam  to  the  present  time. 
When  man  lived  in  Eden  there  was  no  place  for  medicine  or 

*  There  is  such  a  branch  in  Liverpool. 
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the  healing  art ;  his  body  was  then  incorruptible.  But  when 
he  was  expelled  from  that  garden  of  delights,  his  body  became 
subject  to  corruption,  and  decay,  and  death.  The  seeds  of 
disease  were  then  lodged  in  his  body,  and  from  these,  ever 
since,  myriad  forms  of  ailment,  aberrations  from  health,  have 
continually  sprung.  In  the  beginning,  simple  herbs  were  the 
probable  remedies  for  most  of  these  ailments ;  a  traditional 
knowledge  of  this  or  that  simple  being  good  for  this  or  that 
ailment  would  be  handed  down  from  father  to  son.  Persons 
who  live  a  natural  life  are  not  subject  to  what  we  call  chronic 
diseases.  So  that  the  Nomad  tribes  of  the  East  would  not,  in 
the  first  ages,  be  perplexed  with  a  great  variety  of  disorders. 
Among  the  native  tribes  of  North  America,  even  to  this  day  the 
treatment  of  disease  is  by  such  simples  as  we  have  indicated. 
If  a  person  suffers  from  the  poison  of  the  rattle  snake,  they 
have  their  infallible  remedy  for  it ;  their  simple  remedies  for  all 
their  ailments  are  essentially  specific.  Experience  and  the 
healing  art  so  grew  up  together. 

But  in  time,  when  men  began  to  congregate  and  dwell  in 
towns  and  cities — when  luxury  came  in  with  its  baneful  seduc¬ 
tions,  and  science  began  to  speculate  and  account  for  experience 
by  theory,  the  order  of  the  healing  art  became  inverted.  Expe¬ 
rience  was  in  a  great  manner  neglected,  and  the  so-called  science 
of  medicine  was  founded  on  various  theories  and  hypotheses. 
It  then  became  the  custom  to  theorise  on  diseases  and  their 
cure,  and  to  substitute  remedies  in  accordance  with  such  theo¬ 
ries  for  the  medicine  of  experience. 

As  theories  became  fashionable,  simples  were  more  and  more 
neglected,  till  at  last  they  became  exploded  and  forgotten 
among  the  nations  called  civilised.  New  and  complicated  pre¬ 
scriptions  were  introduced,  more  or  less  dangerous,  requiring 
great  discrimination  and  judgment  for  their  safe  application ; 
till  medicine  became  as  it  were  an  abstract  science,  out  of  the 
reach  of  non-professional  persons,  and  this  was  the  beginning 
of  a  separate  class — physicians. 

At  the  first,  from  their  lofty  pretensions  these  were  held  in 
admiration  as  having  a  knowledge  almost  super-human ;  wealth 
and  honours  flowed  in  to  them,  and  it  became  their  interest  to 
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make  a  mystery  of  their  art;  so  that  medicine  grew  into  a 
mystery.  How  influenced  in  successive  ages  by  astrology, 
astronomy,  the  mechanical  and  the  chemical  philosophies,  and  a 
series  of  ever  varying  theories,  we  stop  not  to  discuss.  Those 
who  would  fain  recur  to  the  use  of  simple  remedies,  as  they 
founded  their  practice  on  experiments  instead  of  theory,  were 
called  empirics.  The  legitimate  physicians  of  course  scouted 
them.  They  worked  into  their  polypharmacy,  which  appears  to 
us  so  monstrous,  all  manner  of  incongruous  things,  exotics  from 
every  region,  chemicals,  and  Galenicals,  acrid  poisons  in  mighty 
doses,  strange  and  mysterious  compounds,  wonderful  prescrip¬ 
tions.  Great  men  and  wise  men  and  good  men  have  never 
been  wanting  to  dignify  this  body  of  physicians,  notwithstanding. 
Hippocrates,  Galen,  Boerhaave,  Caius,  Sydenham,  and  very 
many  others,  might  he  enumerated.  Yet  let  any  one  look  at 
the  writings  of  the  best  of  them,  and  it  will  he  seen  how  such 
men  even  as  these  were  subject  to  the  tyranny  of  their  education 
and  the  barbarism  of  this  polypharmacy. 

Well,  as  the  ages  rolled  on,  a  man  was  born  and  lived  and 
died,  who  was  known  among  men  by  the  name  of  Samuel 
Hahnemann.  He  discovered  that  the  order  of  medicine  was 
inverted,  and  he  boldly  and  wisely  returned  to  the  primitive 
custom — to  the  medicine  of  experience.  He  at  once  dashed 
aside  all  the  theories  that  trammelled  his  predecessors  and  con¬ 
temporaries.  The  fine-spun  hypothesis  was  to  him  apparent 
for  what  it  was,  a  profitless  jargon.  He  came  back  to  experi¬ 
ments  and  experience.  He  gave  one  medicine  at  a  time.  He 
said  this  remedy,  in  accordance  with  the  law  of  healing,  will 
cure  such  an  ailment.  If  we  can  cover  all  the  symptoms  of 
such  a  patient  with  such  a  medicine,  he  will  be  cured.  He 
consulted  only  common  sense,  experience,  and  the  common 
interest  of  mankind.  “  Like  cures  like”  was  the  law  of  healing, 
as  illustrated  by  him,  the  homoeopathic  law.  Every  aberration 
from  the  normal  state  of  health  has  its  specific  remedy,  if  we 
knew  it.  Hahnemann’s  followers  are  bound  to  follow  out  his 
design.  Polypharmacy,  and  medicines  given  merely  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  a  theory,  are  rejected  by  us.  Ours  is  the  medicine 
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of  experience :  call  us,  tlien,  if  you  like  in  tlie  classical  sense  of 
the  word,  empirics.  Call  homoeopathy,  if  you  choose,  this 
medicine  of  experience. 

We  have  thus  in  a  few  sentences  contrasted  allopathy  and 
homoeopathy.  Allopathy  having  no  law  of  healing  of  general 
applicability,  while  homoeopathy  has :  allopathy  ever  changing 
its  pharmacy  and  its  compounds  of  drugs,  homoeopathy  having 
a  definite  law  for  its  guidance  in  the  choice  of  remedies. 
Homoeopathy  capable  of  taking  in  and  using  all  the  real 
knowledge  of  all  the  medical  schools  from  Hippocrates  to  the 
present  day ;  availing  itself  readily  of  every  accessory  of  science, 
and  of  experience;  bound  by  no  contrarious  theories;  un¬ 
trammelled  by  the  tyranny  of  the  schools ;  while  allopathy  is 
tost  about  with  every  wind  of  doctrine,  to  one  thing  constant 
never.  We  freely  confess  that  cures  are  often  made,  have  been 
often  made,  and  so  long  as  it  lasts  will  be  often  made  by 
allopathy :  but  we  believe  that  these  cures  are  frequently  to  be 
explained  by  the  fact  that  the  practitioners,  quite  unconsciously 
of  course,  give  medicines  homoeopathic  to  the  cases.  We  use 
all  their  drugs  of  any  worth,  and  many  medicines  of  whose 
properties  they  are  altogether  ignorant. 

We  see  no  signs  of  the  school  of  New  Physic  they  were 
called  on  by  their  Coryphoeus  to  erect.  We  should  be  happy 
to  concur  with  them,  if  they  would  co-operate  with  us,  in  the 
attempt  to  put  their  practice  on  a  more  satisfactory  foundation. 
We  respectfully  and  earnestly  invite  them  to  study  the  writings 
of  Hahnemann ;  to  repeat  his  experiments,  and  those  of  his 
followers.  We  seek  not  theirs  but  them.  We  ask  them  to  see 
whether  or  not  they  are  under  the  influence  of  the  Toogoodism 
of  a  class,  and  then  to  rise  above  it,  and  examine  for  them¬ 
selves  our  doctrine  and  practice. 

While  we  write  the  Asiatic  Cholera  is  in  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  fierce  in  some  places,  comparatively  mild  in  others. 
It  is  avowedly  confest  that  the  resources  of  allopathy  cannot 
meet  this  disease :  the  mortality  is  great  under  any  practice ; 
but  very  much  less  under  homoeopathic  treatment  than  under 
allopathic.  We  put  it  to  our  allopathic  brethren  how  they  can 
fairly  refuse  to  test  our  remedies  in  such  a  disease. 
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We  have  not  even  the  shadow  of  a  doubt  that  the  truths  of 
homoeopathy  will  he  received  by  a  goodly  number  of  the  medical 
men  of  these  kingdoms  at  no  distant  date.  It  is  for  their  sake, 
and  that  of  the  living  generation  of  our  fellow -subjects,  that 
we  are  anxious  our  voice  in  favour  of  homoeopathy  should  be 
heard. 
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